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October  16,  1992     -  1420  East  6th  Avenue 

Helena,  MT  59620 

Environmental  Quality  Council,  Capitol  Building,  Helena  59620 

Director's  Office,  Dept.  of  Fish,  Wildlife  &  Parks 

Director's  Office,  Dept.  of  Health  &  Environmental  Sciences 

state  Historic  Preservation  Office,  Montana  Historical  Society 

Montana  State  Library 

Regional  Information  Officer,  Montana  Dept.  of  Fish,  Wildlife  &  Parks,  1420 

E.  6th,  Helena,  MT   59620 
Board  of  County  Commissioners,  Lewis  &  Clark  County  courthouse,  Helena,  MT 

59623 
Kathy  Macefield,  Lewis  &  Clark  County  Planning  Office,  Lewis  &  Clark  County 

Courthouse,  Helena,  MT   59623 
Lewis  &  Clark  County  Sanitarians  Office,  Helena  County  Courthouse,  Helena,  MT 

59623 
Jim  Jensen,  Montana  Environmental  Information  Center,  P.O.  Box  1184,  Helena, 

MT   59624 
Janet  Ellis,  Montana  Audubon  Council,  P.O.  Box  595,  Helena,  MT   59624 
Board  of  County  Commissioners,  Cascade  County,  325  2nd  Avenue  North,  Great 

Falls,  MT   59401 
Roger  Sander,  County  Planning  Department,  415  3rd  St.  N.W.,  Great  Falls,  MT 

59404 
Ben  Rangel,  City/County  Planning  Board,  P.O.  Box  5021,  Great  Falls,  MT  59403 
John  Lawton,  City  Manager,  Civic  Center,  Great  Falls,  MT  59401 
County  Commissioner's,  County  Courthouse,  Cascade  County,  Great  Falls,  MT 

59401 

Ladies  and  Gentlemen: 

The  enclosed  Environmental  Assessment  (EA)  checklist  has  been  prepared 
for  a  land  exchange  of  surplus  property  at  the  Custer  Avenue  Warehouse 
complex  in  Lewis  &  Clark  County,  for  property  South  of  Giant  Springs/Heritage 
State  Park  in  Cascade  County  and  is  submitted  for  your  consideration. 
Questions  and  comments  will  be  accepted  until  November  20,  1992.  All 
comments  should  be  sent  to  the  undersigned. 

Sincerely, 


^erry  /fells 


Enclosures 


Mike  Aderhold 
Regional  Supervisor,  R-8      Regional  Supervisor,  R-4 
Fish,  Wildlife  &  Parks        Fish,  Wildlife  &  Parks 
(406)  444-2602  (406)  454-3441 


STATE  DOCUMENTS  COLLECTS 


1  "  1991 

MONTANA  STATE  LIBRAJ?V 

1515  E.  6th  AVE. 
HELENA.  MONTANA  590 ?0 


* 


»  GENERIC  EA  CHECKLIST  FORMAT 


PART  I.    PROPOSED  ACTION  DESCRIPTION 

1 .  Type  of  Proposed  State  Action    Fish,  Wildlife,  and  Parks  Is  proposing  a  land  exchange  of 
surplus  Region  8  (Helena)  warehouse  property  for  land  in  Region  4  (Identified  as  Parcel  G  bv 
Entech.  the  current  owners  in  Great  Falls)  to  augment  Giant  Springs  /Heritage  State  Park  and 
complete  the  River's  Edge  Trail.  The  42.55  acres  of  warehouse  land  is  property  that  had  been 
mined  in  the  early  1950's  and  was  never  reclaimed.  The  property  is  not  level  and  consists  of 
overburden  left  from  the  mining  activity.  The  topsoil  from  the  site  had  been  removed  prior  to 
FWP  ownership.  The  41 .79  acres  of  Parcel  G  is  non-develooed  land.   Parcel  G  is  being 
purchased  bv  a  private  firm  with  the  intent  of  trading  the  Parcel  G  for  the  surplus  Helena  parcel. 
The  private  firm  will  improve  the  remaining  public  property  (5  acres),  fence  and  the  additional 
animal  shelter  property  and  3.25  acres  to  add  to  the  Deot.  animal  shelter  in  order  to 
compensate  for  disparity  of  land  value  between  the  two  before  mentioned  properties. 


• 


2.  Agency  Authority  for  the  Proposed  Action  87-1-201(5).  87-1 -209(f) 


3.  Name  of  Project  FWP  Custer  Ave,  surplus  property  (Helena) .Parcel  G.  Great  Falls)  land 
exchange. 

4.  Name,  Address  and  Phone  Number  of  Project  Sponsor  (if  other  than  the  agency) 

Co-sponser:  Larry  Arthur.  Helena.  MT.   The  current  land  owner  is  Entech.  a  subsidiary  of  the 
Montana  Power  Company.  Butte.  Montana. 


5.  If  Applicable: 

Estimated  Construction/Commencement  Date  Negotiations  have  been  on-going  since  early 

summer  of  1992. 

Estimated  Completion  Date  Mid-November  1992 


Current  Status  of  Project  Design  (%  complete)        N/A 


6.  Location  Affected  by  Proposed  Action  (county,  range  and  township) 

Helena  property:  SEC  18.  TWP  10N.  R3W.  and  Great  Falls  property:  N1/2  NE1/4.  Gov.  Lot 
6.  Lot  8.  and  Lot  9.  Sec.  34.  TWP  21 N.  R4E. 


7.  Project  Size:  Estimate  the  number  of  acres  that  would  be  directly  affected  that  are  currently: 

(a  Developed:  (d)  Floodplain... acres 

residential... acres 

industrial.... acres  (e)  Productive: 

irrigated  cropland.... acres 

(b)Open  Space/Woodlands/  dry  cropland 3        acres 


Recreation....   38.79  acres  forestry acres 

rangeland acres 

(c) Wetlands/Riparian  other 42.55*   acres 

Areas acres       *  Previously  mined,  undeveloped  surplus  property 


8.  Map/site  plan:  attach  an  original  8  1/2"  x  11"  or  larger  section  of  the  most  recent  USGS  7.5' 
series  topographic  map  showing  the  location  and  boundaries  of  the  area  that  would  be 
affected  by  the  proposed  action.  A  different  map  scale  may  be  substituted  if  more 
appropriate  or  if  required  by  agency  rule.  If  available,  a  site  plan  should  also  be  attached. 

Please  see  attachments. 

9.  Narrative  Summary  of  the  Proposed  Action  or  Project  including  the  Benefits  and  Purpose  of 
the  Proposed  Action. 

Fish  Wildlife  and  Parks  and  Larry  Arthur  propose  to  trade  the  lands  mentioned  above  in  order  to 
achieve  several  goals  and  benefits  to  the  public. 

Custer  Ave  Warehouse  Public  benefits  are: 

A  more  clearly  defined  boundary  (the  property  will  be  squared  off  rather  then  the  current  L 
shaped  boundary)  on  the  Custer  Ave  FWP  property.  This  addition  of  three  acres  to  the  north 
boundary  of  the  FWP  Custer  Ave.  property  will  also  enhance  the  wild  animal  rehabilitation 
center.  The  buffer  strip  will  increase  the  visitors  enjoyment  of  the  animal  rehabilitation  center  by 
screening  the  rehab  center  from  adjacent  development  and  vise  versa. 
This  buffer  area  will  be  improved  by  leveling,  and  fencing, 

by  Larry  Arthur  as  part  of  the  proposal.  These  improvements  will  potentially  increase  the 
value  of  the  Custer  Ave  Warehouse  complex. 

The  public  will  also  be  relieved  of  any  further  fiscal  responsibility  associated 
with  the  surplus  property  at  Custer  Ave. 

Parcel  G  Public  Benefits: 

Increased  public  property  at  Giant  Springs/Heritage  State  Park  will  protect  the  values  of  the  park 
from  encroachment  of  industrial  or  residential  development. 

Increased  public  recreational  opportunities  at  Giant  Springs/Heritage  State  Park  includes  the 
future  development  of  the  River's  Edge  Trail  through  the  property.  This  trail  will  provide  a 

much  safer  route  for  the  trail  as  compared  to  the  alternate  route  on  the  county 
road.  The  county  road  is  situated  beneath  a  railroad  overpass  and  has  a  dangerous  curve  and 
severe  hill  which  makes  for  a  potentially  dangerous  non-motorized  route. 

Provide  a  safe  non-motorized  route  to  Giant  Springs/Heritage  State  Park  from  the  East.  This 
route  would  serve  the  Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base  and  the  East  side  of  Great  Falls. 


# 


Another  benefit  is  the  increased  ability  to  meet  the  Goals  identified  in  the  Park's  Master  Plan. 
Group  Use  areas  can  be  less  concentrated.  Also  natural  areas  and  wildlife  habitat  areas  will  be 
^    increased  with  the  additional  41 .79  acres. 

By  obtaining  this  property  the  FWP  will  be  able  to  eliminate  illegal  shooting  into  and  across 
Giant  Springs/Heritage  State  Park  from  Parcel  G. 

By  obtaining  this  property  the  DFWP  would  be  able  to  stop  illegal  dumping  currently  occurring 
on  the  property  which  may  be  affecting  GS/H  State  Park. 

Hunting  opportunities  at  GS/H  State  Park  will  be  maintained  as  long  as  the  area  remains  safe  to 
do  so. 

10.  Listing  of  any  other  Local,  State  or  Federal  agency  that  has  overlapping  or  additional 
jurisdiction. 

(a)  Permits: 

Agency  Name Permit Date  Filed/» 

N/A 


* 


(b)  Funding: 

Agency  Name Funding  Amount 

N/A  at  this  time. 


(c)  Other  Overlapping  or  Additional  Jurisdictional  Responsibilities: 
Agency  Name Type  of  Responsibility 


N/A 

1 1 .  List  of  Agencies  Consulted  During  Preparation  of  the  EA: 

Public  Agencies: 

Montana  Department  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks 

Region  8  Personnel 

Region  4  Personnel 

Lands  Unit 

State  Historic  Preservation  Office 

Soil  Conservation  Service 

Private  Organizations: 
American  Lands 
Recreational  Trails  Committee 
f    Heritage  Park  Commission. 


PART  II,  ENVIRONMENTAL  REVIEW 

t).  Evaluation  of  the  Impacts  of  the  Proposed  Action  Including  Secondary  and  Cumulative  Impacts  on 
the  Physical  and  Human  Environment.  Complete  the  following  checklist,  adding  comments  or 
narrative  as  necessary. 

The  checklist  has  been  modified  to  include  several  additional  issues  that  need  to  be  addressed 
whenever  proposed  projects  will  receive  Federal  Aid  in  Wildlife  Restoration  (Pittman-Robertson  or 
PR)  or  Federal  Aid  in  Sport  Fish  Restoration  (Dingell-Johnson,  as  expanded  by  Wallop-Breaux  or 
D-J)  funds.   So  as  to  comply  with  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  requirements  for 
federally-funded  projects  -  in  addition  to  the  Montana  Environmental  Policy  Act  (MEPA)  -  several 
additional  issues  require  evaluation  in  the  checklist.  For  P-R  or  D-J  projects: 

'Indicates  the  need  to  determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result,  and  respond  on  the 
checklist.   Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

* 'Indicates  the  need  to  include  a  discussion  about  that  issue  in  the  EA  narrative. 

** 'Indicates  the  need  to  include  a  discussion  about  that  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  attach 
documentation. 


IMPACTS 


PHYSICAL 
ENVIRONMENT 

UNKNOWN* 

NO  IM- 
PACTS 

IMPACTS:* 
MINOR 

POTENTIALLY 
SIGNIFICANT 

CAN  IM- 
PACTS BE 
MITIGATED* 

COMMENT 
INDEX 

1 .  LAND  RESOURCES 

Will  the  proposed  action 
result  in: 

a.  Soil  instability  or 
changes  in  geologic 
substructure? 

X 

b.  Disruption,  displace- 
ment, erosion,  compac- 
tion, moisture  loss,  or 
over  covering  of  soil 
which  would  reduce 
productivity  or  fertility? 

X 

c.  Destruction,  covering 
or  modification  of  any 
unique  geologic  or 
physical  features? 

X 

d.  Changes  in  siltation, 
deposition  or  erosion 
patterns  that  may  modify 
the  channel  of  a  river  or 
stream  or  the  bed  or 
shore  of  a  lake? 

X 

e.  Exposure  of  people  or 
property  to  earthquakes, 
landslides,  ground 
failure,  or  other  natural 
hazard? 

X 

f.  Other: 

'Include  an  attachment  with  a  narrative  explanation  daacribing  the  acopa  and  level  of  impact 
explain  why  the  unknown  impact  has  not  or  can  not  bo  evaluated 


If  the  impact  ia  unknown. 


Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative 
if  needed): 

The  land  exchange  will  not  cause  any  immediate  affect  on  the  lands  involved.   There  will  be  potential  positive  effects  on  the 
warehouse  property  as  a  result  of  the  leveling  of  the  property  as  well  as  future  utilitarian  benefits  with  future  development  of  this 
unused  parcel  of  land.   On  Parcel  G  there  will  be  positive  secondary  effects  as  a  result  of  rehabilitation  of  off  road  vehicle  trails  and 
illegal  dumping  sites. 


No  adverse  impacts  are  anticipated. 


IMPACTS 


^PHY 


HYSICAL 

■rqnmeni 
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2.  AIR 

Will  the  proposed  action 
result  in: 

a.  Emission  of  air 
pollutants  or  deterior-ation 
of  ambient  air  quality? 
(also  see  1 3  (c)) 

b.  Creation  of  objection- 
able odors? 

c.  Alteration  of  air  move- 
ment, moisture,  or  tem- 
perature patterns  or  any 
change  in  climate,  either 
locally  or  regionally? 

d.  Adverse  effects  on 
vegetation,  including 
crops,  due  to  increased 
emissions  of  pollutants? 

e.  'For  P-R/D-J  projects, 
will  the  project  result  in 
any  discharge  which  will 
conflict  with  federal  or 
state  air  quality  regs? 
(Also  see  2a) 

f.  Other 


UNKNOWN* 

NO  IM- 
PACTS 

IMPACTS:* 
MINOR 

POTENTIALLY 
SIGNIFICANT 

CAN  IM- 
PACTS BE 
MITIGATED* 

COMMENT 
INDEX 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

'indude  en  attachment  with  a  narrativa  explanation  daacrfcaig  the  aoopa  and  laval  of  impact.    H  the  impact  m  unknown, 
explain  why  the  unknown  impact  haa  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 

'Indicates  the  need  to  determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.   Describe  any  minor  or 
potentially  significant  impacts. 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Air  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if 

needed): 

Minor  dust  emissions  will  be  associated  with  the  rehabilitation  of  the  Custer  Ave  Property.   Emissions  will  be  monitored  and  any 
excessive  emissions  will  be  mitigated  by  water  spraying  or  other  dust  abatement  methods.   It  will  be  the  responsibility  of  the 
contractor  to  perform  andy  and  all  dust  abatement  measures  deemed  necessary  by  the  Dept.   The  duration  of  these  emissions  will  be 
short  and  will  only  last  during  the  leveling  project.   It  is  estimated  that  the  rehabilation  work  will  be  completed  within  the  time  frame 
of  2  -  3  Weeks. 
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IMPACTS 


% 


% 


HYglgAL  ENVIRONMENT 


3-  WATER 

WiH  the  proposed 

action  result  in: 

a.  Discharge  into  sur- 
face water  or  any 
altera-tion  of  surface 
water  quality  including 
but  not  limited  to 
temperature,  dissolved 
oxygen  or  turbidity? 

b.  Changes  in  drainage 
patters  or  the  rate  and 
amount  of  surface  run- 
off? 

c.  Alteration  of  the 
course  or  magnitude  of 
flood  water  or  other 
flows? 

d.  Changes  in  the 
amount  of  surface 
water  in  any  water 
body  or  creation  of  a 
new  water  body? 

e.  Exposure  of  people 
or  property  to  water 
related  hazards  such  as 
flooding? 

f .  Changes  in  the 
quality  of  groundwater? 

g.  Changes  in  the  quan- 
tity of  groundwater? 

h.  Increase  in  risk  of 
contamination  of 
surface  or 
groundwater? 

i.  Effects  on  any 
existing  water  right  or 
reservation? 


> 


UNKNOWN' 


NO  IM- 
PACTS 


IMPACTS:* 
MINOR 


POTENTIALLY 
SIGNIFICANT 


CAN  IM- 
PACTS BE 
MITIGATED* 


COMMENT 
INDEX 


IMPACTS 


EMI 


3.  WATER  (cont'd) 


j.  Effects  on  other  water 
users  as  a  result  of  any 
alteration  in  surface  or 
groundwater  quality? 

k.  Effects  on  other  users 
as  a  result  of  any 
alteration  in  surface  or 
groundwater 

I.  •  'For  P-R/D-J.  will  the 
project  artect  a  desig- 
nated  floodplain? 

m.  *Fpr  P-R/D-J.  will  the 
project  result  in  any 
discharge   that  will  affect 
federal  or  state  water 
quality  regulations? 


UNKNOWN* 

NO  IM- 
PACTS 

IMPACTS:* 
MINOR 

POTENTIALLY 
SIGNIFICANT 

CAN  IM- 
PACTS BE  . 
MITIGATED 

COMMENT 
INDEX 

X 
X 

N/A 
N/A 

Include  an  attachment  with  a  narrative  explanation  daacribing  the  ■cope  and  level  of  impact.    If  the  impact  ■  unknown, 
hee  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated 


explain  why  the  unknown  impact 


'Indicates  the  need  to  determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the 

checklist.   Describe  any  minor  or  potentially  significant  impacts. 

"Indicates  the  need  to  include  a  discussion  about  that  issue  in  the  EA  narrative. 


WATER  -  CONTINUED 


Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Water  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of 
/7*wrative  if  needed): 

No  adverse  effects  on  water  resources  are  anticipated  at  either  site. 

One  of  the  potential  benefits  acquiring  Parcel  G  is  a  clean  up  any  potentially  polluting  substances  that  may  have  been  illegally  dumped 
there  in  the  past. 
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IMPACTS 


1 


i  PHYSICAL 

■  ENVIRONMENT 


4.  VEGETATION 

Will  the  proposed  action 
result  in: 

a.  Changes  in  the  di- 
versity, productivity  or  ab- 
undance of  plant  species 
(including  trees,  shrubs, 
grass,  crops,  and  aquatic 
plants)? 

b.  Alteration  of  a  plant 
community? 

c.  Adverse  effects  on  any 
unique,  rare,  threatened, 
or  endangered  species? 

d.  Reduction  in  acreage  or 
productivity  of  any 
agricultural  land? 

e.  Establishment  or  spread 
of  noxious  weeds? 

f.  •  'ForP-R/D-J.  will  the 
project  affect  wetlands,  or 
prime  and  unique 
farmland? 

g.  Other: 


CAN  IM- 

NO IM- 

IMPACTS:* 

POTENTIALLY 

PACTS  BE 

COMMENT 

UNKNOWN* 

PACTS 

MINOR 

SIGNIFICANT 

MITIGATED* 

INDEX 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

N/A 

Include  an  attachment  with  a  narrative  explanation  describing  the  ecope  and  love!  of  impact.    If  the  impact  ia  unknown, 
explain  why  the  unknown  impact  haa  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated 


'Indicates  the  need  to  include  a  discussion  about  that  issue  in  the  EA  narrative. 


Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Vegetation  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of 
narrative  if  needed): 

No  adverse  effects  on  either  sites  are  anticipated. 

A  potential  benefit  of  Parcel  G  is  the  rehabilitation  of  the  illegal  dump  sites  and  off  road  vehicle  trails.   This  Rehabilitation  work  will 
increase  productivity  and  reduce  erosion  on  this  parcel. 
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IMPACTS 


PHYSICAL 
^ENVIRONMENT 

5.  FISH/WILDLIFE 

Will  the  proposed  action 
result  in: 

a.  Deterioration  of  critical 
fish  or  wildlife  habitat? 

b.  Changes  in  the  di- 
versity or  abundance  of 
game  animals  or  bird 
species? 

c.  Changes  in  the  di- 
versity or  abundance  of 
nongame  species? 

d.  Introduction  of  new 
species  into  an  area? 

e.  Creation  of  a  barrier  to 
the  migration  or 
movement  of  animals? 

f.  Adverse  effects  on  any 
unique,  rare,  threatened, 
or  endangered  species? 

g.  Increase  in  conditions 
that  stress  wildlife  popul- 
ations or  limit  abundance 
(including  harassment, 
legal  or  illegal  harvest  or 
other  human  activity)? 

h.  •  'For  P-R/D-J.  will  the 
project  be  performed  in 
any  area  in  which  T&E 
species  are  present,  and 
will  the  project  affect  any 
T&E  species  or  their 
habitat?   (Also  see  5f ) 

i.  *  For  P-R/D-J.  will  the 
project  introduce  or  export 
any  species  not  presently 
or  historically  occurring  in 
the  receiving  location? 
(Also  see  5d) 

j.  Other: 


* 


CAN 

NO  IM- 

IMPACTS:* 

POTENTIALLY 

IMPACTS  BE 

COMMENT 

UNKNOWN* 

PACTS 

MINOR 

SIGNIFICANT 

MITIGATED* 

INDEX 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

N/A 

N/A 

Include  an  attachment  with  a  narrative  explanation  daaoriblng  the  ecope  end  level  of  impact.   If  the  impact  ie  unknown, 
explain  why  the  unknown  impact  haa  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 
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'Indicates  the  need  to  determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.   Describe  any  minor  or 

potentially  significant  impacts. 

"Indicates  the  need  to  include  a  discussion  about  that  issue  in  the  EA  narrative. 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Fish/Wildlife  Resources  (Attach  additional  pages  of 
narrative  if  needed): 

No  adverse  impacts  are  anticipated. 

Rehabilitation  of  the  Parcel  6  illegal  dump  sites  and  off  road  vehicle  trails  will  enhance  the  site's  ability  to  produce  wildlife  especially 
upland  game  birds  and  migratory  songbirds. 


» 
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♦ 


IMPACTS 


^ HUMAN 
W  ENVIRONMENT 


6.  NOISE7ELECTRICAL 
EFFECTS 

Will  the  proposed  action 
result  in: 

a.  Increases  in  existing 
noise  levels? 

b.  Exposure  of  people  to 
serve  or  nuisance  noise 
levels? 

c.  Creation  of  electrostatic 
or  electromagnetic  effects 
that  could  be  detrimental 
to  human  health  or 
property? 

d.  Interference  with  radio 
or  television  reception  and 
operation? 


ft 


e.  Other: 


UNKNOWN* 

NO  IM- 
PACTS 

IMPACTS:* 
MINOR 

POTENTIALLY 
SIGNIFICANT 

CAN  IM- 
PACTS BE 
MITIGATED* 

COMMENT 
INDEX 

X 
X 

X 

X 

"  Induce  an  attachment  with  •  narrative  explanation  deaoribing  the  coop*  and  levol  of  impact.    H  the  impact  -  unknown, 
•xplain  why  the  unknown  impact  has  not  or  can  not  ba  avakiatad. 


Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Noise/Electrical  Effects  {Attach  additional  pages  of 
narrative  if  needed): 

During  the  leveling  process  at  the  Custer  Ave  site  there  will  be  increased  noise  for  a  short  period  of  time.  This  period  is  anticipated  to 
be  less  than  2  -  3  weeks. 

No  other  adverse  impacts  are  anticipated. 
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• 


IMPACTS 


HUMAN 
ENVIRONMENT 


7.  LAND  USE 

Will  the  proposed  action 
result  in: 

a.  Alteration  of  or  inter- 
ference with  the  produc- 
tivity or  profitability  of  the 
existing  land  use  of  an 
area? 

b.  Conflicted  with  a 
designated  natural  area  or 
area  of  unusual  scientific 
or  educational 
importance? 

c.  Conflict  with  any  exist- 
ing land  use  whose 
presence  would  cons-train 
or  potentially  pro-hibit  the 
proposed  action? 

^     d.  Adverse  effects  on  or 
73)   relocation  of  residences? 

e.  Other: 


UNKNOWN* 

NO  IM- 
PACTS 

IMPACTS:* 
MINOR 

POTENTIALLY 
SIGNIFICANT 

CAN  IM- 
PACTS BE 
MITIGATED* 

COMMENT 
INDEX 

X 

X 
X 

X 

'indude  an  attachment  with  a  narrative  explanation  deeoribing  the  ecope  and  level  of  impact.   H  the  impact  ie  unknown. 
■manor  can  not  be  evaluated. 


Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Land  Use  (Attach  additional  pages  of  narrative  if 
needed): 

No  adverse  impacts  are  anticipated. 

Land  use  patterns  will  be  enhanced  by  protection  and  rehabilitation  of  Parcel  G,  a  natural  area  of  unusual  recreational  and  wildlife 
value. 

There  are  no  prime  farmlands  on  either  site  according  to  the  U.S.  Soil  Conservation  Service. 
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IMPACTS 


7^ 


HUMAN 
ENVIRONMENT 


8.  RISK/HEALTH 
HAZARDS 

Will  the  proposed  action 
result  in: 

a.  Risk  of  an  explosion  or 
release  of  hazardous 
substances  (including,  but 
not  limited  to  oil, 
pesticides,  chemicals,  or 
radiation)  in  the  event  of 
an  accident  or  other  forms 
of  disruption? 

b.  Affect  an  existing 
emergency  response  or 
emergency  evacuation 
plan  or  create  a  need  for  a 
new  plan? 

c.  Creation  of  any  human 
health  hazard  or  potential 
hazard? 

d.  *For  P-R/D-J.  will  any 
chemical  toxicants  be 
used?   (Also  see  8a) 

e.  Other: 


UNKNOWN* 

NO  IM- 
PACTS 

IMPACTS:* 
MINOR 

POTENTIALLY 
SIGNIFICANT 

CAN  IM- 
PACTS BE 
MITIGATED* 

COMMENT 
INDEX 

X 

X 
X 

X 

'  Include  an  attachment  with  a  narrative  explanation  daacriblng  tha  aoopa  and  level  of  impact.   K  the  impact  •  unknown, 
axpiain  why  the  unknown  impact  ha*  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated 

'Indicates  the  need  to  determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.   Describe  any  minor  or 
potentially  significant  impacts. 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Risk/Health  Hazards  (Attach  additional  pages  of 

narrative  if  needed): 

No  Adverse  impacts  are  anticipated. 
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IMPACTS 


UNKNOWN* 

NO  IM- 
PACTS 

IMPACTS:* 
MINOR 

POTENTIALLY 
SIGNIFICANT 

CAN  IM- 
PACTS BE 
MITIGATED* 

COMMENT 
INDEX 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

HUMAN 
ENVIRONMENT 


9.  COMMUNITY 
IMPACTS 

Will  the  proposed  action 
result  in: 

a.  Alteration  of  the  loca- 
tion, distribution,  density, 
or  growth  rate  of  the 
human  population  of  an 
area? 

b.  Alteration  of  the  social 
structure  of  a  community? 

c.  Alteration  of  the  level  or 
distribution  of  employment 
or  community  or  personal 
income? 

d.  Changes  in  industrial  or 
commercial  activity? 

e.  Increased  traffic 
hazards  or  effects  on  exis- 

^$k  ting  transportation  facilit- 
ies or  patterns  of  move- 
ment of  people  and 
goods? 

f.  Other:   Tourism 


Include  an  attachment  with  a  narrative  explanation  describing  the  eeope  end  level  of  impact.   H  the  impact  m  unknown, 
explain  why  the  unknown  impact  hee  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Community  Impacts  (Attach  additional  pages  of 
narrative  if  needed): 

No  adverse  impacts  are  anticipated. 

Tourism  in  the  Great  Falls  area  is  growing  at  a  steady  rate.  The  acquisition  of  Parcel  G  will  allow  extending  the  River  Edge  Trail 
through  Parcel  G  and  onto  the  east  bank  of  the  Missouri  River.  The  River's  Edge  Trail  already  receives  500  -  1 000  users  per  day 
during  nice  weather  and  is  considered  a  major  tourist  attraction  by  the  City  of  Great  Falls  and  Cascade  County.    Development  of  the 
Trail  will  allow  safe,  non-motorized  access  to  Giant  Springs/  Heritage  State  Park  from  the  east  side  of  Great  Falls  including  Malmstrom 
Air  Force  Base. 
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IMPACTS 


HUMAN 
ENVIRONMENT 


10.  PUBLIC  SERVICES/ 
TAXES/UTILITIES 

Will  the  proposed  action 
result  in: 

a.  Will  the  proposed  action 
have  an  effect  upon  or 
result  in  a  need  for  new  or 
altered  governmental 
services  in  any  of  the 
following  areas:  fire  or 
police  protection,  schools, 
parks/recreational 
facilities,  roads  or  other 
public  maintenance,  water 
supply,  sewer  or  septic 
systems,  solid  waste 
disposal,  health,  or  other 
governmental  services?  If 
any,  specify: 

b.  Will  the  proposed  action 
have  an  effect  upon  the 
local  or  state  tax  base  and 

7^1    revenues? 

c.  Will  the  proposed  action 
result  in  a  need  for  new 
facilities  or  substantial 
alterations  of  any  of  the 
following  utilities:  electric 
power,  natural  gas,  other 
fuel  supply  or  distribution 
systems,  or 
communications? 

d.  Will  the  proposed  action 
result  in  increased  used  of 
any  energy  source? 

e.  Other: 


UNKNOWN' 

ii  ii 


NO  IM- 
PACTS 


IMPACTS:* 
MINOR 


POTENTIALLY 
SIGNIFICANT 


CAN  IM- 
PACTS BE 
MITIGATED* 


YES 


YES 


COMMENT 
INDEX 


"Include  an  attachment  with  a  narrative  explanation  deecrMng  the  eoope  and  level  of  impact, 
explain  why  the  unknown  impact  haa  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated. 


K  the  impact  ie  unknown. 
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Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Public  Services/Taxes/Utilities  (Attach  additional 
pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

f'.  Acquisition  and  subsequent  development  of  Parcel  G  will  result  in  additional  responsibility  on  the  part  of  Fish,  Wildlife  and  Parks  to 
maintain  and  operate  a  park  facility  on  the  site.   Development  of  the  River's  Edge  Trail  through  Parcel  G  is  currently  the  only  major 
project  being  considered  at  this  time.   Fencing  and  rehabilitation  of  the  site  is  considered  maintenance,  not  park  projects. 

2.  Taxes  on  the  Custer  Ave  property  would  increase  due  to  improvement  and  development  by  Larry  Arthur. 

Parcel  G  would  be  withdrawn  from  the  County  tax  rolls.   According  to  John  Moony  and  Ben  Rangell  of  the  City-  County  Planning 
Board  the  taxes  on  Parcel  G  are  insignificant  due  to  its  zoning  as  open  space. 


f» 
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IMPACTS 


HUMAN 
+*  ENVIRONMENT 


11.  AESTHETICS/ 
RECREATION 

Will  the  proposed  action 
result  in: 

a.  Alteration  of  any  scenic 
vista  or  creation  of  an 
aesthetically  offensive  site 
or  effect  that  is  open  to 
public  view? 

b.  Alteration  of  the 
aesthetic  character  of  a 
community  or  neighbor- 
hood? 

c.  Alteration  of  the  quality 
or  quantity  of  recreational 
opportunities  and 
settings? 

d.  *For  P-R/D-J.  will  any 
designated  or  proposed 

m     wild  or  scenic  rivers,  trails 
7&   or  wilderness  areas  be 

impacted?   (Also  see  11a, 

11c) 

e.  Other: 


UNKNOWN* 

NO  IM- 
PACTS 

IMPACTS:* 
MINOR 

POTENTIALLY 
SIGNIFICANT 

CAN  IM- 
PACTS BE 
MITIGATED* 

COMMENT 
INDEX 

X 

X 
X 

X 

explain  why  th«  unknown  impact  has  not  or  ean  not  ba  avahiatad. 

•Indicates  the  need  to  determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.   Describe  any  minor  or 
potentially  significant  impacts. 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Aesthetics/Recreation  (Attach  additional  pages  of 
narrative  if  needed): 

1 .  The  aesthetic  character  of  the  community  will  be  maintained  and  improved  with  the  acquisition  of  Parcel  G. 

The  Custer  Ave  Surplus  property  will  be  developed  in  light  industrial/residential.    This  is  likely  an  improvement  over  the  current 
neglected  nature  of  the  Custer  Ave  property. 

2.  The  quantity  and  quality  of  recreational  opportunities  associated  with  Parcel  6  will  be  increased  by  implementation  of  the  proposed 
land  trade.    (Continued  on  following  page). 
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Continued  from  page  1 8. 

The  Custer  Ave  property  currently  supports  only  limited  recreational  opportunities  at  the  animal  shelter.  These  opportunities  will  not 
increase  due  to  this  land  trade. 

inJo  other  impacts  are  anticipated. 


*» 
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IMPACTS 


HUMAN 
ENVIRONMENT 


12.  CULTURAL/ 
HISTORICAL 
RESOURCES 

Will  the  proposed  action 
result  in: 

a.  Destruction  or  alteration 
of  any  site,  structure  or 
object  of  prehistoric 
historic,  or  paleontological 
importance? 

b.  Physical  change  that 
would  affect  unique 
cultural  values? 

c.  Effects  on  existing 
religious  or  sacred  uses  of 
a  site  or  area? 

d.  •  •  'For  P-R/D-J.  will  the 
project  affect  historic  or 
cultural  resources? 

sfo   Attach  SHPO  letter  of 

clearance.    (Also  see  1 2. a) 

e.  Other: 


UNKNOWN 

NO  IM- 
PACTS 

IMPACTS:* 
MINOR 

POTENTIALLY 
SIGNIFICANT 

CAN  IM- 
PACTS BE 
MITIGATED* 

COMMENT 
INDEX 

X 

X 

X 

X 

'Include  an  attachment  with  a  narrative  explanation  deaoribinq  the  acope  end  level  of  impact.    H  the  impact  ie  unknown, 
explain  why  the  unknown  impact  haa  not  or  can  not  be  evaluated 

*  *  *  Indicates  the  need  to  include  a  discussion  about  that  issue  in  the  EA  narrative  and  attach  documentation. 

Narrative  Description  and  Evaluation  of  the  Cumulative  and  Secondary  Effects  on  Cultural/Historical  Resources  (Attach  additional 
pages  of  narrative  if  needed): 

No  impacts  are  anticipated  at  either  site. 
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SIGNIFICANCE 
CRITERIA 


> 


UNKNOWN' 


ft 


13.  SUMMARY 


EVALUATION  OF 


SIGNIFICANCE 

Will  the  proposed  action, 
considered  as  a  whole: 

a.  Have  impacts  that  are 
individually  limited,  but 
cumulatively  considerable? 
(A  project  or  program  may 
result  in  impacts  on  two 
or  more  separate 
resources  which  create  a 
significant  effect  when 
considered  together  or  in 
total.) 

b.  Involve  potential  risks 
or  adverse  effects  which 
are  uncertain  but 
extremely  hazardous  if 
they  were  to  occur? 

c.  Potentially  conflict  with 
the  substantive 
requirements  of  any  local, 
state,  or  federal  law, 
regulation,  standard  or 
formal  plan? 

d.  Establish  a  precedent  or 
likelihood  that  future 
actions  with  significant 
environmental  impacts  will 
be  proposed? 

e.  Generate  substantial 
debate  or  controversy 
about  the  nature 


NO  IM- 
PACTS 


IMPACTS 

IMPACTS:* 
MINOR 


POTENTIALLY 
SIGNIFICANT 


CAN  IM- 
PACTS BE 
MITIGATED* 


COMMENT 
INDEX 


1. 
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>IGNIF 
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IMPACTS 

UNKNOWN' 

NO  IM- 
PACTS 

IMPACTS:* 

MINOR 

POTENTIALLY 

SIGNIFICANT 

CAN  IM- 
PACTS BE 
MITIGATED* 

COMMENT 
INDEX 

N/A 

N/A 

*^1 3.  SUMMARY 

EVALUATION  OF 

SIGNIFICANCE 
(cont'd) 

f.  'For  P-R/D-J.  is  the 
project  expected  to  have 
organized  opposition  or 
generate  substantial  public 
controversy?  (Also  see 
13e) 

g.  "For  P-R/D-J.  list  any 
federal  or  state  permits 
required. 


'inchjd.  an  attachmant  with  a  narrativa  explanation  deecribinq  tha  aoopa  and  laval  of  impact.  K  the  impact  ■  unknown. 
sxptawi  why  the  unknown  impact  haa  not  or  ean  not  be  evaluated. 

'Indicates  the  need  to  determine  whether  the  described  impact  may  result  and  respond  on  the  checklist.   Describe  any  minor  or 

potentially  significant  impacts. 

* 'Indicates  the  need  to  include  a  discussion  about  that  issue  in  the  EA  narrative. 

1 .  The  impacts  of  this  land  trade  are  positive  in  nature.   Parcel  G  will  become  part  of  the  Giant  Springs/Heritage  State  Park.  This 
addition  will  be  managed  for  wildlife  enhancement  and  with  proper  land  use  criteria.  Both  residents  of  Great  Falls  as  wells  as  non- 
residents frequent  this  park,  so  tourism  will  most  likely  be  positively  impacted.   Impacts  to  wildlife,  landuse,  tourism,  and  the  entire 

•TSj-ange  of  human  dimensions  are  highly  positive.   Other  areas  addressed  in  this  Environmental  Assessment  are  not  significantly 

impacted. 

2.  The  trade  is  partially  proposed  to  allow  development  of  the  River's  Edge  Trail  through  Parcel  G.  The  impacts  of  the  Trail  through 
Giant  Springs/  Heritage  State  Park  have  been  established  by  a  separate  Environmental  Assessment  performed  in  Spring  /Summer  of 
1992.  The  results  of  that  E.A.  show  no  significant  impacts  will  occur.   Reseeding  and  planting  of  the  edges  of  the  trail  after 
development  are  the  only  mitigating  measures  needed. 
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2.  Description  and  analysis  of  reasonable  alternatives  (including  the  no  action  alternative)  to  the 
proposed  action  whenever  alternatives  are  reasonably  available  and  prudent  to  consider  and  a 
discussion  of  how  the  alternatives  would  be  implemented: 

No  Action  :   No  trade  will  occur.  Parcel  G  most  likely  be  developed  for  residential  and  the  Custer 
Avenue  property  will  remain  surplus,  unused  property. 

Direct  Purchase:  This  option  has  been  discussed  and  is  still  an  option  as  Larry  Arthur  must  trade 
the  land  to  FWP  or  lose  his  option  to  buy.  In  this  event  FWP  has  first  right  of  Refusal  for  a  period 
of  one  year  from  the  time  that  Arthur's  option  expires. 

This  option  is  less  desirable  to  the  FWP  because  it  fails  to  address  the  benefits  to  the  FWP  by 
using  the  trade  option.   It  is  questionable  as  to  whether  FWP  would  have  the  funds  to 
purchase  Parcel  G  outright. 

Lease  Parcel  G:   Not  available  from  Entech  or  Larry  Arthur. 

Trade  as  proposed:  Best  meets  the  needs  of  the  public,  maximizes  public  benefits  as  addressed  in 
the  EA  and  evidenced  by  preliminary  public  input. 

3.  Evaluation  and  listing  of  mitigation,  stipulation,  or  other  control  measures  enforceable  by  the 
agency  or  another  government  agency: 

Mitigation  is  proposed  to  reduce  the  possibility  of  dust  emission  during  the  leveling  process  at  the 
<f$  Custer  Ave  property.  All  air  and  water  quality  standards  will  be  maintained. 

No  other  mitigating  measures  are  deemed  necessary. 

4.  Based  on  the  significance  criteria  evaluated  in  this  EA,  is  an  EIS  required?  YES  /  NO   If  an  EIS  is 
not  required,  explain  whv  the  EA  is  the  appropriate  level  of  analysis  for  this  proposed  action: 

An  EIS  is  not  necessary  as  determined  through  this  environmental  assessment.  There  are  few 
significant  impacts  associated  with  a  simple  land  swap.   By  putting  Parcel  G  into  public  ownership 
significant  positive  impacts  to  the  social,  physical,  and  cultural  environment  can  occur. 

5.  Describe  the  level  of  public  involvement  for  this  project  if  any  and,  given  the  complexity  and  the 
seriousness  of  the  environmental  issues  associated  with  the  proposed  action,  is  the  level  of  public 
involvement  appropriate  under  the  circumstances? 

Currently  the  DFWP  has  held  two  Scoping  Sessions,  one  in  Great  Falls  and  one  in  Helena.  There  has 
also  been  one  Open  House  public  meeting  on  the  Rivers  Edge  Trail;  a  thirty  day  public  comment 
period  on  the  River's  Edge  Trail;  and  has  involved  the  public  through  the  Heritage  Park  Commission's 
regular  monthly  meetings. 

The  DFWP  is  planning  a  public  open  house  concerning  the  land  trade  in  specific  on  November  1 8, 
«.  1992  and  is  conducting  a  thirty  day  public  comment  period  for  written  and  call  in  comments 
'■    'concerning  the  proposed  land  trade. 
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6.  Duration  of  comment  period  if  any: 

^|  Formal  :  Thirty  days. 
Informal  :  Six  months. 

7.  Name,  title,  address  and  phone  number  of  the  Person(s)  Responsible  for  Preparing  the  EA: 

Dan  B.  Smith 

Park  Operations  Specialist 

MDFWP  -  Region  4 

P.O.  Box  6610 

Great  Falls,  MT.  59406   (406)454-3441 . 

Patrick  Gubbins 

Assistant  Regional  Supervisor 

MDFWP  -  Region  8 

1404  8th  Ave. 

Helena,  MT.  59620  (406)  444-2602. 


"J 

533. EA2 
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^  \J  State  Historic  Preservation  Office 

%   )  Montana  Historical  Society 

\  Mailing  Address:  225  North  Roberts  •  Helena,  MT  59620-9990  s§.^ 

uJ  Office  Address:  102  Broadway  •  Helena,  MT  •  (406)  444-7715  "~c '''"?"£) 


August  1,   1988 

Paul  Valle 

Cultural  Resource  Coordinator 
Montana  Department  of  Pish,   Wildlife 
and  Parks 

1420  East  6th  Avenue 
Helena,   MT    59620 

Re:     Property  disposal:     Custer  Avenue  and  McHugh  Lane 

Dear  Paul-: 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  informing  us  about  the  above  cited  proposal.  We  note 
that  the  tract  of  land  designated  for  disposal  has  been  extensively  disturbed 
from  past  dredging  operations  and  that  no  standing  structures  are  present  there. 

^     We  believe  that  it  is  unlikely  that  heritage  sites  will  be  affected  by  this 

^     property  release. 

For  our  records  we  request  that  you  provide  us  some  background  information  on  the 
mining  activities  that  took  place  on  the  site.  When  did  they  occur?  Was  this 
dredging  activity  associated  with  any  historic  mining  operations? 

Thank  you  for  consulting  with  us. 

Sincerely, 


David  Schwab 

State  Archaeologist 

File:  FWP/Custar  Ave  and  McHuah  Lane 
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